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Detailed Action 

Claims 1-44 are pending in this application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in 
public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in 
the United States. 

Claims 1-19, 23-41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by US Patent 5,838,918 issued to Prager et al.(Prager). 

As per claim 1 , 23 Prager teaches a storage system, comprising: 
first storage structure configured and arranged to store first application setup 
data derived from one or more software applications(col.6, lines 20-67); 
and second storage structure configured and arranged to store second 
application setup data obtained based on application setup data that are related 
by a second software application and that have been supplanted with one or 
more of the first application setup data(col.6, lines 50-col.7, lines 42). 

As per claim 2,24, wherein the first software application and the second 
software application are distinct instances of a single software 
application(Abstract). 

As per claim 3,25, wherein the first software application and the second 
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software application are different applications(Abstract, col. 6, lines 20-67). 

As per claim 4,26, wherein the first storage structure and the second 
storage structure are both accessible to a single computer(Fig.4). 

As per claim 5,27, wherein the first storage structure is accessible to and 
the first software application is operable by a first computer system, and the 
second storage structure is accessible to and the second software application is 
operable by a destination application system that is distinct from the first 
computer system(Fig.4-6). 

As per claim 6,28, wherein the second storage structure is storage on a 
server, and the second application setup data is stored on the server as a result 
of the second application setup data being supplanted by the first application 
setup data(Fig.4-12). 

As per claim 7,29, further comprising a structure configured and arranged 
to store an affiliation between the first application setup data and an identity for 
which the first application setup data is applied to supplant the second 
application setup data(col.6 t lines 50-col.7, lines 42). 

As per claim 8,30, wherein the second application setup data is stored in 
the second storage structure before the application setup data is used to 
supplant the second application setup data (col. 6, lines 50-col.7, lines 42 ). 

As per claim 9,31 , comprising a structure configured and arranged to 
store an association between the second application setup data and the first 
application setup data(col.6, lines 50-col.7, lines 42). 
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As per claim 10,32, wherein the first and second application setup data 
include user-customized application setup data(col.8, lines 34-50). 

As per claim 1 1 ,33, wherein the first and second application setup data 
consist of user-customized application setup data(col.8, lines 34-50). 

As per claim 12,34, wherein the second application setup data stored in 
the second storage structure includes a copy of application setup data from the 
destination application(Figs.4-8). 

As per claim 1 3,35, wherein contents of the first and second storage 
structure are changed when the software application performed by the 
destination application no longer requires use of the first application setup data, 
as an updated version of the first application setup data is copied from the 
destination application to the first storage structure before the first application 
setup data on the destination application is replaced with the second application 
setup data from the second storage structure(Abstract, col. 4, lines 58-col.5, lines 
35). 

As per claim 14,36, wherein the updated version of the first application 
setup data includes application setup that are customized by the user based on 
user preferences identified during performance of the software application by the 
destination application(col.8, lines 34-48, Fig.6). 

As per claim 15,37,wherein the second application setup data stored in 
the second storage structure is obtained based on user-customized application 
setup data for the software application when the software application on the 
destination application that has been customized by a user(Fig.6). 
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As per claim 16,38, wherein the second application setup data stored in 
the second storage structure is derived from default application setup data for the 
software application when the software application on the destination application 
has not been customized by a user(col.8, lines 26-49). 

As per claim 17,39, wherein the second application setup data stored in 
the to second storage structure includes application setup data for multiple 
software applications on which application setup data has been supplanted(col.7, 
lines 55-col.8, lines 25). 

As per claim 18,40, wherein the first application setup data stored in the 
first storage structure and second application setup stored in the second storage 
structure for a single configuration setting data differ in format(Abstract). 

As per claim 19,41, wherein the first application setup data stored in the 
first storage structure includes several sets of application setup data for a single 
application, at least one of which being downloaded to the application-driving 
destination application(Figs.4-1 2). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 
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Claims 20-22, 42-44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over US Patent 5,838,918 issued to Prager et al.(Prager) in view of 
US Patent 6,889,246 issued to Kawamoto et al. (Kawamoto). 

Prager teaches all the limitations of claims 1 , and 23 however does not 
teach as per claim 20-22, 42-44, wherein the destination application is run on a 
portable device that has limited storage capacity, wherein the portable device is a 
cellular telephone, wherein the portable device is a handheld device. 

Kawamoto teaches wherein the destination application is run on a 
portable device that has limited storage capacity, wherein the portable device is a 
cellular telephone, wherein the portable device is a handheld device(Fig.1, 
element 31, 112). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at 
the time the invention to modify the teachings of Prager to use portable devices 
instead of computers as taught by Kawamoto in order to transmit information to 
someone who is not in the office or home. 

One ordinary skilled in the art at the time of the invention would have been 
motivated to combine the teachings of Prager and Kawamoto in order to provide 
a system for a user to obtain information without being at home or the office. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 
122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or 
(2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before 
the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under 
the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an 
application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-9,12,13,17-19,23-31, 34,35,39-41 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by US Patent 6,425,126 issued to Branson et 
al. (Branson). 

As per claim 1, 23 Branson teaches a storage system, comprising: 
first storage structure configured and arranged to store first application setup 
data derived from one or more software applications(Abstract); 
and second storage structure configured and arranged to store second 
application setup data obtained based on application setup data that are related 
by a second software application and that have been supplanted with one or 
more of the first application setup data(Abstract, col. 5, lines 1-40). 

As per claim 2,24, wherein the first software application and the second 
software application are distinct instances of a single software 
application(Abstract). 

As per claim 3,25, wherein the first software application and the second 
software application are different applications(Abstract, col. 2, lines 65-col.3, lines 
25). 

As per claim 4,26, wherein the first storage structure and the second 
storage structure are both accessible to a single computer(Fig.l). 

As per claim 5,27, wherein the first storage structure is accessible to and 
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the first software application is operable by a first computer system, and the 
second storage structure is accessible to and the second software application is 
operable by a destination application system that is distinct from the first 
computer system(Fig.1-3). 

As per claim 6,28, wherein the second storage structure is storage on a 
server, and the second application setup data is stored on the server as a result 
of the second application setup data being supplanted by the first application 
setup data( Abstract). 

As per claim 7,29, further comprising a structure configured and arranged 
to store an affiliation between the first application setup data and an identity for 
which the first application setup data is applied to supplant the second 
application setup data(Abstract, col.3, lines 60-coL4, lines 30). 

As per claim 8,30, wherein the second application setup data is stored in 
the second storage structure before the application setup data is used to 
supplant the second application setup data (Abstract, col.3, lines 60-col.4, lines 
30). 

As per claim 9,31 , comprising a structure configured and arranged to 
store an association between the second application setup data and the first 
application setup data(Abstract, col.3, lines 60-col.4, lines 30). 

As per claim 12,34, wherein the second application setup data stored in 
the second storage structure includes a copy of application setup data from the 
destination application(Abstract, col.3, lines 60-col.4, lines 30). 
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As per claim 13,35, wherein contents of the first and second storage 
structure are changed when the software application performed by the 
destination application no longer requires use of the first application setup data, 
as an updated version of the first application setup data is copied from the 
destination application to the first storage structure before the first application 
setup data on the destination application is replaced with the second application 
setup data from the second storage structure(Abstract t ). 

As per claim 17,39, wherein the second application setup data stored in 
the to second storage structure includes application setup data for multiple 
software applications on which application setup data has been 
supplanted(Fig.1-10). 

As per claim 18,40, wherein the first application setup data stored in the 
first storage structure and second application setup stored in the second storage 
structure for a single configuration setting data differ in format(col.4, lines 45-67). 

As per claim 1 9,41 , wherein the first application setup data stored in the 
first storage structure includes several sets of application setup data for a single 
application, at least one of which being downloaded to the application-driving 
destination application(Figs. 1 -1 0). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
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be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

Claims 10,11,14-16,32,33,36-38 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over US Patent 6,425,126 issued to Branson et al. (Branson) 
in view of US Patent 5,838,918 issued to Prager et al. (Prager). 

Branson teaches all the limitations of claims 1 and 23 however does not 
teach user customized application setup data. 

Prager teaches as per claim 10,32, wherein the first and second 
application setup data include user-customized application setup data(col.8, lines 
34-50). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at 
the time of the invention to modify the teachings of Branson to include a user 
customized application setup data as taught by Prager in order for a to control 
what is to be installed on the computer. 

One ordinary skilled in the art at the time of the invention would have been 
motivated to combine the teachings of Branson and Prager to provide a system 
for a user to customized the application to be installed on a computer. 

As per claim 1 1 ,33, wherein the first and second application setup data 
consist of user-customized application setup data(Prager, col. 8, lines 34-50). 
Motivation to combine set forth in claim 10. 

As per claim 14,36, wherein the updated version of the first application 
setup data includes application setup that are customized by the user based on 
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user preferences identified during performance of the software application by the 
destination application(Prager, col. 8, lines 34-48, Fig. 6). Motivation to combine 
set forth in claim 10. 

As per claim 15,37,wherein the second application setup data stored in 
the second storage structure is obtained based on user-customized application 
setup data for the software application when the software application on the 
destination application that has been customized by a user(Prager, Fig.6). 
Motivation to combine set forth in claim 10. 

As per claim 16,38, wherein the second application setup data stored in 
the second storage structure is derived from default application setup data for the 
software application when the software application on the destination application 
has not been customized by a user(Prager, col.8, lines 26-49). Motivation to 
combine set forth in claim 10. 

Claims 20-22, 42^4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over US Patent 6,425,126 issued to Branson et al. (Branson) in 
view of US Patent 6,889,246 issued to Kawamoto et al. (Kawamoto). 

Branson teaches all the limitations of claims 1 , and 23 however does not 
teach as per claim 20-22, 42-44, wherein the destination application is run on a 
portable device that has limited storage capacity, wherein the portable device is a 
cellular telephone, wherein the portable device is a handheld device. 

Kawamoto teaches wherein the destination application is run on a 
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portable device that has limited storage capacity, wherein the portable device is a 
cellular telephone, wherein the portable device is a handheld device(Fig.1, 
element 31, 112). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at 
the time the invention to modify the teachings of Branson to use portable devices 
instead of computers as taught by Kawamoto in order to transmit information to 
someone who is not in the office or home. 

One ordinary skilled in the art at the time of the invention would have been 
motivated to combine the teachings of Branson and Kawamoto in order to 
provide a system for a user to obtain information without being at home or the 
office. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. See PTO-892. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Backhean Tiv whose telephone number is 
(571 )272-3941 . The examiner can normally be reached on 9 A.M. -12 P.M. and 1 
-6 P.M. Monday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Zarni Maung can be reached on (571) 272-3939. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). 

On July 15. 2005. the Central FAX Number will change to 571-273- 

8300. 
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